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REMARKS 

The Rxainiiicr rejected claims 2-4, 6-1 5. 17-25, 27-29, 31-41 and 43-55 under 35 U.S.C. 
§112, second paragraph. 

Applieants rBspcclfuUy traverse ihe §112 rejections with Iho following argumenls. 
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35 TJ.S.C, §1 12. Second pnra grqph 

'J'hc Examiner rejected claims 2-4, 6-15, 17-25, 27-29, 31-41 and 43-55 under 35 U.S.C 
§ 1 1 2, sectmd paragrapb, as allegedly being indefinite for failing to paiticularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter whicli applicant regards as the invcnLion. 

The Examiner argues: "Claims 2-4, 6-15. 17-25, 27-29, 31-41 and 43-55 contain the 
trademark/trade name SAP. Wliere a trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a limilation lo 
identify or do.scabe a particular material or product, tlic claim does not comply with the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second par agraph. Sec Ex parts Simpson, 21 8 USPQ 1020 (Dd. 
App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the tradcinark or trade name cannot be used 
properly to identify any particular material or product. A IrcKlemark or trade name is used to 
idcjitlfy a source of goods, and not tlic goods themselves. Tims, a trademark or trade name docs 
net tdenti fy or describe the goods associntcd with the trademark or trade name. In the present 
case, Ihc trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe a SAP business infomiation system 
find, accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite.... Rirthcnnorc, the claims ii:i 
queslion al.so recite, "wherein the SAP business infonnation system comprises an SAP Executive 
Information System (EIS)." Page 4 of tlic instant specification slates: "EIS", as referred to herein, 
includes not only the specific versions of EIS that are currently operational^ but also includes all 
future versions o f ES as well as any other reporting program or module of SAP that is intended to 
opcailc on data gored in a business data warehouse. (Page 4. lines 13-16)..,, This definition of 
"EIS" creates an open-ended set that is, by its vei^ nature, indefinite, Tlie scope of these claims 
u:tnnot be properly eslablislicd because one cannot possibly know ^all future versions of EIS." 
The claims are tlicrefore indefinile." 
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In response. Applicants have amended tlie claims sucli that the amended claims do not 
include "SAP" and do not include "SAP Executive Information System (EIS)". 

Based on tlie preceding arguments, Applicants rcspcctftilly contend that claims 2-4, 6-15, 
17-25, 27-29, 31-41 and 43-55 are not unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. 
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CONCLUSION 



Based on the prccediiig arguments. Applicants respectfully believe lint all pending claims 
and llie entire iipplicatio]i meet the acceptanee criteria for allowance and thci'eforc request 
favorable action. If the Examiner believes that anytliing further would be helpful to place the 
application in better condition for allowance. Applicants invites the Exainincr to contact 
Applicants' representative at the telei^hono number h'$ted below. The Director is hereby 
authori/ed to charge and/or credit Deposit Account No. 09-0457. 



Date; 





JickP. Friedman 
RcgisSLration No. 44,688 



Scbmeiser, Olson & Walls 
3 Lear Jet Lane, S\iilc 201 
Latham, New Yoric 121 10 
(5 IS) 220-IS50 
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